)ur Heroic Assassination Records Review Board 

Hie Board's 6/ 21 press release tells us that it voted unanimously to compel 
ti.e Cxa. to disclosed names redacted from Mexico City records relating to the Oswald trip 
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rather clearly a J ohn Ifewman interest he proessed 



U «SSt£f° b0Srd * J!rom tne board ’ s release -two exemptions were claimed to withhold what 
-t want/s disclosed, protection sources and methods. The first relates to persons who 
can be hurt and who may have worked for the CIA, formally or otherwise, the second 
■elates to what has always been used to extreme, t he protection of 'methods. * 

i*ku,s maximum possible disclosure is what all want and the board is to seek 
to assure, the value or importance of this k&nd of information in the CIA's fexpco City 
records cannot begin to compare with information about th assassinatuon itself. And 
there is no indication of which 1 know of the board making any effort to get released 

records that have to do widths frime itsj&f and of which it knows*, like the notes 
j)f the autopsy. 

The AfidB's previous boastful announcement was its, from its own words, great 
° U ^ So ~ n l® rt>Uacajl h ufiG to di&clgse#. what conspiracy theories have regarded as 
of ^-eat value it does not have, CD 1359. As duslosed it is a major incitation against 
' U ' ba by those wit ^l 311 animus ^ with a record of giving the FBI bad information con- 
renr with their political desires, thg Child brothers, renegade reds. The board went 
1 artnur: it praised the FBI for disclosing what is utterly without value in the assassi- 
nation records and cannot be compared witi> what remains withheld. With the FBI and this 
^aico city interest, for example, the tape of at leas one intercepted Oswald call 
id the transcripts of it that records - got in FOjA litigation n^ve it fed the night 
> 1 . vxife ^sass_Liia bxon f oox ox*g *tli© nsxx bx'olcs* 

I ve read ^ewman's book with care.^Jt tells us nothing about Oswald and the 
1 A. ~t tells us what was known without the book, others having learned it and the- CIA 
iVing disclosed it voiJ*nWly to frustrate the disclosure requirements* of the 1992 
ct. ft tell us that the CIA had an extraordinary number of Oshfeld records and interests. 
Uo not a word about Oswald .and the CI&.]Jewman&3 greaf dijappointment'ls a bad book, 
in lgaoraat book > a iyias book, an inflatory book, inflamatory in the way the 
•lilitcnry wao inflamatory about °uba irom the Elsenhower administration on, and by the 
;imc ^mnn had completed it he was still a subject-matter ignoramus, "e does not know 
' 10V&1 about the assassination Itself or the existing records srejitlng to the issassina- 
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what assassination records remain withheld. has 



Ion to ba able to tall the 

xmed In mil,..- nis personal xnterets reiieclf/fiy his book's title, Interests he followed 
Lthout-anjwork to give him a basis for it, that is, searches in the disclosed records 
extract their real and significant meanings. 

60 I0I> ^ the b ° Grd itSelf boasts about as accomplishments, as a reflection 







of its iircent to fuilxll une obligations it undertook, there is nothing that gets 
even close to the significant records known to be withheld. 

As I have indicated to the bo*rd itself , its public record is of establishing 
a basis for a later false claim that it irnttf its obligation, witness the fact that it 
heasSd all those wanting to be head. 

■n this current Aease it refers to itself on the same page as a "federal 
agency" and as "five private citizens playing a key role in determining" what will 
be disclosed. 

uS P TOVious Please, elate c|_,l5rie 16, announces |)ew ^rleans hearings n>n the 28th. 
fcirst on the list oi those to be lird is ^enber s ale Boggs’ widow and successor 
in ohe ncfcfse, lindy. Perhaps she does know from him of JTome relevant Records that are 
t*x ohheld. she may testify that much of what is said about him is not so. Shells not 

lively to testify to what his files held because her son I'm, a Washington lawyer, had 
them. 

.dien there xs the $4w Orleans City Idirary official who oversees its records 
aim it is testify to Garrison records. Ths$ should be worthwhile-for f(uttiness. Besides 
■’ lJhicn » x0r whatever ^arrison's records may be woith, they are n$" on deposit in thpt 



ferrie library 



pibar library system. There is the mythology about Oswald's use 
sqpd for which he hid no need, having his own. * 

nest will be Michael Kurts. ■‘tf he has any knowledge of withheld fgcoras that 
p-s not reflected in his^rappy book. 

■^Stephen -yler produced a TV show on Garrison, do knowledge of existing federal 
Records in tiiat for him to tell 'clipboard about» 

ilnd chen onere xs the lawyer daught r of one of Clay thaw's lawyers, Cynthia 
begmann. She ban be\,xpect to dump on ^arrison, perhaps praise her late father, but 
unere xs no reason to believe what he or she can lad to withheld assassination records 
that ar€ within the 199 ^ Act. ^ 

whao else? Steve Tilley, of th^4rchives, is flying from Washington, where he 
uid the bc^rd are based, to %a Orleanw to give the board, the release says," an up- 
ij4e date on the Collection." That he could nO do in DC? Or is that intend^ to get 
he baord a ^evJprleans press that is favorable? 

x see nothing possible in this hearing that a) reqjnired a hearing or b) can 
•Mad uo i>he disclosure of any significant assassination records. 

i see in this only^he board mating a false record of trying to do its 
ob while diligently avoiding doing its sob, so thaw it can later boatt, it listened to 
^ax Mio wonted to be hoard. Almost none of whom have any r^al knowledge of existing and 
’withhold records. 





